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EXTRADITION OF NOSRATOLLAH TAJIK TO THE UNITED STATES 

I am writing about the extradition request from the United States for 
Nosratollah Tajik. This cage has potentially serious consequences for the 
UK's relations with Iran; I fenow that it has been the subject of correspondence 
between yourself and the Iranian Minister for Foreign Affairs. I thought I 
should formally notify you of the case before taking a decision on proceeding 
with extradition. 

t should make clear at the putset that the Extradition Act 2003 gives me as 
Home Secretary very limited grounds on which to refuse an extradition 
request; and there is no general discretion in such cases. This position has 
been confirmed to me in aqSnce from the Law Officers, a copy of which I 
enclose. 

The background is that Taj*c is a former Iranian Ambassador to Jordan whose 
extradition has been requeued by the US on charges of conspiracy to export 
defence articles (night visio|> equipment) to Iran. His case has been subject to 
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the full legal process, andlhe has exhausted all legal challenges against 
extradition (including the European Court of Human Rights). His surrender 
has been delayed pendin| receipt and consideration of reports on his health. 
As indicated previously, Itiave no general discretion in deciding whether 
extradition should procee^. I would only be able to refuse extradition on health 
grounds if I had evidencelthat extradition wbuld be in .breach of his 
Convention rights. Having considered these reports, my advice is that Tajik's 
health does not give me grounds on which to refuse extradition. 

Iran takes this case extretnely seriously. Your officials have provided advice 
as to the negative impaction bilateral relations between the UK and Iran if 
Tajik is extradited. I understand that this could include expulsion of our 
Ambassador and even attacks on our Embassy, with consequent danger to its 
staff. I have considered v*iether I have any discretion not to order Tajik's 
extradition on the grounds of national security, but the clear advice from the 
Law Officers is that no stfeh discretion is available. They advise that, as Home 
Secretary, I am required to extradite Tajik and that any other decision would 
be unlawful. 

The only circumstances in which Tajik's extradition would not now take place 
would be: , 

i 

(a) If his health wete to deteriorate to the point where extradition would 

i 

breach his Convention rights; or 

(b) If the US were fo withdraw its extradition request. 

i 

While the effect of the adyice from the Law Officers is that I must proceed with 
Tajik's extradition, in the light of the potentially very serious diplomatic 
implications of this cours^ of action, I am willing to defer my decision for a 
short period in order to g|/e you the opportunity to consider whether the 
diplomatic repercussionskare so severe that you would wish to approach the 
US at a senior diplomatic] level in order to ask them to withdraw their 
extradition request. If th^i consequences of Tajik's extradition are serious for 
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the UK, then it seems lil|ely that they would also affect US interests. This may 
have particular significaiice in the light of the imminent change of 
administration in the US^ and you may wish to confirm with US officials from 
both administrations thai they wish to pursue the request If they do, I am 
under statutory duty to proceed with Tajik's extradition. 

In view of the potentially ^ery serious diplomatic consequences of a decision . 
to proceed with Tajik's extradition I thought you would also wish to know that 
any such decision could be judicially reviewed by Tajik on human rights 
grounds. This would mea;n that the courts would, in effect, have the final say 
on whether there is any legal bar to his extradition. 



I would be grateful if you prould let me know whether you wish me to defer 
making a decision on extradition in order to allow you time to approach the 
US. I would be grateful fcjr a reply by the end of January. 

I am copying this letter toijPatricia Scotland and Gus O'Donnell. 
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I am writing in response to the Home Secretary's letter of 5 January regarding 
the extradition requesf from the United States for Nosratollah Tajik. 

The Foreign Secretaryjwas grateful for the Home Secretary's understanding of 
the particular difficulties that this case poses to the UK in terms of its bilateral 
relations with Iran. If anything these have worsened in recent months and we 
remain very concerned; about the reaction of the Iranian authorities should the 
extradition go ahead, fhe Foreign Secretary believes that we should alert the 
new US Administratio| to this matter and ensure that they are aware of the 
possible ramifications hi such a decision, both for us and also for their own 
interests, given the statements by President Obama regarding his willingness to 
consider a different relationship with Iran. While they may well conclude that 
the request must remain they should be aware of all the facts when doing so. 

The Foreign Secretary (rould, therefore, wish the Home Secretary to defer her 
decision in order to aU>w time for such a discussion. We will endeavour to take 
this forward as quickly^s is practicable but you will appreciate that normal 
business with the US is^ currently hampered by the process of transition to 
government. We will fefeep your officials informed of developments and write 
again as soon as we can. 
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One issue that we wou 
discussion with the US 
and the seriousness of 
consideration of whe 
extradition request, 
would clarification of 



welcome Home Office advice on to inform our 
our view on the strength of the case against Mr Tajik 
ie charge - this could be a relevant factor in their 
jr the balance is in favour or against maintaining the 
iy assessment you had on that would be very helpful. As 

(IUU1U ^ tie legal point: the Home Secretary states that all 

challenges are exhausted, including in the ECHR. Our understanding was that 
there was still a challeifge lodged with them but that the ECHR had declined to 
order a stay of extradit on while they considered it. Is that still the case? 

I am copying this to Pr vate Secretary/Baroness Scotland anc 
(Cabinet Office). 



Yours ever 




1 
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EXTRADITION OF NOS^ATOLLAH TAJIK TO THE UNITED STATES 

Thank you for your letter t>f 2 February. 

i 
i 

The Home Secretary is rrjost grateful to the Foreign Secretary for looking into . 
this case. She will defer hW decision on whether to proceed with Tajik's 
extradition pending the outcome of your discussions with the US. It would be 
very helpful if these discissions could take place urgently because, as 
matters stand, the Home ^ecretary remains under a legal duty to proceed with 
Tajik's extradition and reasonable cause must be shown for any delay. 

You asked for advice on tjie strength of the case against Tajik and the 
seriousness of the charged against him. It is difficult for us to advise on these 
issues. Under the terms <W our extradition arrangements with the US, the US 
is not required to provide jsrima facie evidence to establish Tajik's guilt; nor is 
the strength of the US cas^ considered, beyond the feet that it discloses an 
extradition crime. 

For information, the US charges against Tajik are as follows: 
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• Conspiracy to knowfigly and wilfully export defence articles, namely 
night vision equipment, from the United States to Iran, without first 
obtaining the required licence or written approval from the US 
Department of Stated 

• Knowingly and wittirjgly attempting to export from the United States and 
re-export and re-transfer from one foreign destination to another foreign 
destination, namely |rorn the United Kingdom to Iran, night vision 
equipment, US origin defence articles, without first obtaining the 
required licence or written approval from the US Department of State. 

If Tajik were convicted on fiese charges, the maximum penalty is ten years' 
imprisonment or a fine of l|s $1 million, or both. 

You also ask for clarificatid/i of the position regarding Tajik's application to the 
European Court of Humaril Rights. As you say, the Court refused Tajik's 
application for a Rule 39 indication, which would have had the effect of staying 
his extradition. Tajik's sub$tantive application to the Court remains 
outstanding. 

I am copying this letter to fie' Private Secretary to Baroness Scotland and to 
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